No scholarly publications have systematically studied the evolution and growth of China's scientific papers of library and information science published in English language and covered by ISI during the reform era starting in 1979. This paper is intended to fill in the gap.
Introduction
The era of reform and opening up to outside world from 1979 to present has witnessed China's rapid development in almost all important, particularly in economy, education, and science and technology. What about the development in the scholarship of library and information science during this era?
Research papers studying China's scientific performance in a variety of disciplines have been made increasingly available in ISI literature in recent years. In China, more and more papers researching Chinese-language scholarly publications of library and information science have been published. However, so far few researchers have systematically studied the evolution and growth of China's library and information science scientific papers published in English language and covered by ISI over a course of three decades during the reform era.
The article aims to explore the historical development and current status of Englishlanguage research publications of the nature of library and information science by Chinese authors published in ISI journals during 1979 to 2009. It is hoped that this study will help improve the understanding of international visibility and status of China's research productivity in library and information science. Specifically, the article intends to answer the following research questions:
 How many scholarly articles by authors of China have been published? What is the development like in different years and different periods of the three decades?  What are the top subject areas of the general category Information Science and Library Science these research papers focused on?  What are the top journals that published these research publications by researchers of China?  What about China's development in comparison with other important countries in Asia, particularly India, in terms of country productivity in the scholarship of library and information science?
Literature Review
The well-known ISI citation index databases are made up of three databases. They are Science Citation Index Expanded (SCI-EXPANDED), Social Sciences Citation Index (SSCI), and Arts & Humanities Citation Index (A&HCI). Recent years witnessed increasingly available scholarly publications studying China's scientific performance in a wide variety of disciplines in and outside of ISI literature. For instance, Guan & Gao (2008) studied Chinese research performance in the field of bioinformatics. He & Guan (2008) conducted a case study of a leading computer journal and evaluated its Chinese research publications. The relatively new journal of Scientometrics contributed greatly to scientometrical studies, particularly with international emphasis on the emerging economies like China.
Besides specific disciplines, China's overall research performance has been increasingly studied too. Zhou & Leydesdorffb (2006) found that China emerged as a leading national in science. Consequently, whether or not the dominant position of the U.S. was challenged became a valid research question (Leydesdorffb & Wagner, 2009 Jing, Lang & Hu (2009) were not comprehensive at all and far from presenting the whole picture of China's research performance in library and information science during the era. Both Park (2008) and Mukherjee (2010) found that China as a leading country with largest number of research publications in library and information science. However, Jing, Lang & Hu (2009) stated that the number of China's research publications was very limited without offering qualified justification. Hence, it is necessary and useful for this study to make in-depth examination and analysis of research publications over a course of three decades.
Methodology and Data Collection
As mentioned above, the ISI citation index databases include three databases. 
Data Analysis and Findings
The improved web features and tools associated with the database of Web of Science were utilized. However, such improved features and tools such as "Analyze Results" were used selectively with great caution, particularly for collecting data and conducting analysis for Mainland China. In order to achieve accurate analysis, the author depended largely on checking each searched result, tallying the results manually, and making necessary adjustments or even calculating independently. The similarity of development trends of journal publications between China as a whole and Mainland China was observed in Figure 1 . However, As far as Source Titles are concerned, the top 10 journals in terms of publication count are listed in The top journals titles for authors of Mainland China are listed in Table 5 . The first two journals are Electronic Library, which published 18 publications, or 15.65% of the total 115 publications, and Scientometrics, which published 16 articles, or 13.91% of the total 115 publications. In comparison with other important countries in Asia such as India in terms of country research productivity during the three decades, China as whole fared better than India. China had a total of 138 journal publications. Mainland China started in a disadvantaged position, but overtook India in the middle 1990s (see Figure 2) . Both China as a whole and Mainland China fared much better than Korea and Japan, which published 85 and 58 journal articles of library and information science respectively. From Figure 2 , the momentum of rapid growth of both China as a whole and Mainland China in terms of research productivity, especially during the period of 2005-2009, has turned China (either China as a whole or Mainland China) to be a significant leader in the scholarship of library and information science. 
Discussion and Conclusion
Despite having answered the research questions with important findings as above, this study has its limitations. First, this study focused on English-language journal articles only. Books, journal articles in non-English languages, or other types of articles of scholarly nature such as editorials, commentaries, or book reviews, were purposefully left out. In addition, as reported in literature, there were a number of examples of inaccurate entries in ISI data which probably resulted from unavoidable human errors in processing and indexing journal article records. Without meticulously checking for accuracy and consistency for each journal article record, the author is not sure if the Information Science & Library Science data collected for this study is perfectly free from such errors.
A number of related issues such as research cooperation between authors of China and those of foreign countries and the research cooperation among authors of Mainland China, Taiwan and Hong Kong, institutional productivity of leading institutions and individual productivity of most prolific authors, and the exploration of reasons behind significant change were not addressed in this paper. The controversial but generally useful journal assessment indicators, particularly impact factor, were not examined either.
Despite its limitations, this study is significant in several aspects. Not only the research questions were addressed and answered adequately, it also provided an example of using the powerful ISI databases of citation indexes, particularly ISI SCCI. Equally important, it provided an example of collecting, correcting, analyzing ISI data cautiously and critically. The analysis of historical evolution and change empirically presented the overall upward development of China's scholarship of library and information science. The top subject areas in which researchers published most and the top journals in which the authors published most were identified. Compared with India, China as a whole had much higher research productivity in library and information science; and Mainland China had higher research productivity in library and information science than India in recent years. Thus, China, either as a whole or Mainland China, has become the leader in the scholarly publications in library and information ahead of India, Korea and Japan. It is hoped that in future, China's scholarship of library and information science will experience even greater development with higher quality scholarly publications.
